MARYLAND HEALTH IMPROVEMENT PLAN 2000-2010
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Note:

Statewide Priorities:
Each of the seventeen focus areas listed in first row is addressed as a statewide priority in the HIP.

Local Priorities:
¥ Anissue of priority concern within this focus area is the topic of a module included in the HIP for this jurisdiction.

*  This focus area was identified as an additional area of priority concern during the HIP development process and/or
overlaps with an area identified as a priority concern in this jurisdiction’s FY00 Annual Plan for the Core Public
Health Funding Program. “Other” includes topics that do not fit in one of the featured priority areas.
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